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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This comnnunication is in response to Applicant's amendnnent filed on 
12/18/2008. 

2. Claims 1-22, 24-39, 41-64, 66-80, and 82-88 are currently pending and have 
been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 13 and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goodwin, III (U.S. Patent No. 6,397,199) in view of Borders et al 
(U.S. Pat. No. 7,177,825). 

As per claim 1 , Goodwin III teaches a method implemented ill a computer device for 
processing an available inventory item query corresponding to inventory items defined 
by inventory information, comprising: storing a set of available inventory information 
according to a three level hierarchy, wherein the three level hierarchy includes: at least 
one group record defining a first level of detail for inventory information wherein the first 
level of detail of each group record comprises information common to all item category 
records and inventory records below the group record in the hierarchy; a set of item 
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category records defining a second level of detail that is associated to a referenced 
group wherein the second level of detail of each item category record comprises 
information common to all inventory records below the item category record in the 
hierarchy record mid corresponds to types of inventory items for the referenced group; 
wherein the third level of detail of each inventory record in the hierarchy describes 
distinct instances of inventory items than that of another inventory record, obtaining, by 
the computer device, an available inventory query, tile query including a set of criteria; 
determining at least one inventory item matching the query criteria, and transmitting 
matching group record, item category record, and inventory record data for the 
matching inventory item (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 
27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per Applicant's newly added limitation wherein the distinct instances of inventory 
items including price with price adjustments applied to the price. However, it is the 
Examiner believes that Goodwin discloses this limitation in brief summary text, 
specifically wherein said the current inventory levels at first rental terms including first 
prices and first rental periods and which determines second inventory levels and second 
threshold inventory ranges from the second inventory levels for the rental items and 
which whether to replace the first prices with second prices. Please note that first prices 
and second prices are readable as price adjustments. Goodwin III fails to teach 
inventory records defining a third level of detail corresponding to instances of inventory 
item types referenced by the set of item category records. 
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It is to be noted tliat Borders discloses in fig 13 that a DC 1300 organizes inventory 
merchandise (or third level inventory item) into different picking categories, depending 
upon the recommended storage temperature of the item. For example, an item which is 
typically stored at ambient or room temperature will be stocked in the ambient inventory 
section (1302) of the DC (see.. Borders, abstract, fig 13, col 36, lines 14-35). However, 
it would be obvious to modify the teaching of Goodwin by including the limitation 
detailed above as taught by Borders because this would enhance the inventory system 
of Goodwinn III. 

As per claim 2, Goodwin III teaches a method wherein determining at least one 
inventory item includes identifying all inventory items matching the query criteria, 
wherein each identified inventory item corresponds to a GROUP RECORD and GROUP 
RECORD inventory record (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 line 63-3 
line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 3, Goodwin III teaches a method wherein determining at least one 
inventory item includes applying a supplier limitation of use to select a corresponding 
GROUP RECORD and GROUP RECORD inventory record (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 
lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 4, Goodwin III teaches a method wherein determining at least one 
inventory item includes applying a consumer selection limitation of use to select a 
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corresponding GROUP RECORD and GROUP RECORD inventory record (see 
abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 5 and 13, Goodwin III teaches a method further comprising processing the 
data associated with the identified GROUP RECORD and GROUP RECORD inventory 
records prior to transmitting the data (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 
line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 6 and 7, Goodwin III teaches a method wherein processing the data 
includes generating a price corresponding to the set of query criteria, ordered list of 
prices for one or more inventory items (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 
line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 22, Goodwin III teaches a method wherein the available inventory query is 
a user-specified, available inventory query (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 
9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 23, Goodwin III teaches a method wherein the GROUP RECORD 
information includes a GROUP RECORD group record defining a third level of detail, 
and wherein the GROUP RECORD and GROUP RECORD inventory records 
correspond to the GROUP RECORD group (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 
line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60).. 
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As per claim 24, Goodwin III teaches a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions operable for performing the method recited in any one of claims 
1-23 (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

As per claim 25, Goodwin III teaches a computer system having a processor, a 
memory, and an operating environment, the computer system operable for performing 
the method recited in any one of claims 1-23 (see abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 
line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9-60). 

5. Claims 8-12, and 14-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Goodwin, III (U.S. Patent No. 6,397,1 99) and Borders in further view 
Walker, Jay S. et al (U.S. PG Pub. 2004/0243478). 

As per claims 8-12, P Goodwin, III and Borders fail to teach a method wherein 
processing the data includes applying any date based price adjustments based is a tax 
rate, is a service charge is an extra person charge, is a point of sale variance computed 
by a date of use. However, Walkers et al teach a method wherein processing the data 
includes applying any date based price adjustments based is a tax rate, is a service 
charge is an extra person charge, is a point of sale variance computed by a date of use 
(see figs 44 a to 44B, paragraplis 0444, 0447, 0452,0453, 0455 and 0459). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Goodwin, III and Borders disclosures to include Walker et al because 
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this would liave provided and asynclironous bool<ing witli an inventory searcli query 
from a consumer. A list of possible travel inventory selections that could be retrieved in 
response to the search query and presented to the consumer on a client device then 
respond to the limited availability request by accessing the inventory server and 
returning an availability response as to whether that particular piece of travel inventory 
is available at the specified dates and/or times. 

As per claims 14-21 , Goodwin, III and Borders fail to teach a method wherein the 
inventory includes travel-based goods and services and wherein the available inventory 
query includes an available travel-based goods and services query a date or date range 
selected by a graphical user interface, a selection of a destination, a hotel or hotel 
room-type, an airline or airline flight, a cruise or cabin type, a car rental vendor or car. 
However, Walker et al teach a method wherein the inventory includes travel-based 
goods and services and wherein the available inventory query includes an available 
travel-based goods and services query a date or date range selected by a graphical 
user interface, a selection of a destination, a hotel or hotel room-type, an airline or 
airline flight, a cruise or cabin type, a car rental vendor or car (see figs 44A to 44B, 
paragraphs 0444, 0447, 0452,0453, 0455 and 0459). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify T 
Goodwin, III and Borders disclosures to include Walker et al because this would have 
provided an asynchronous booking with an inventory search query from a consumer 
wherein a list of possible travel inventory selections that could be retrieved in response 
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to the search query and presented to the consumer on a client device then respond to 
the limited availability request by accessing the inventory server and returning an 
availability response as to whether that particular piece of travel inventory is available at 
the specified dates and/or times. 

As per claims 26-28, 35 and 39-88, they disclose the same invention concept as claims 
1-25 and do not further limit the scope of the invention. Therefore, they are rejected 
under the same rational as claims 1 -7, 1 3, 22-25. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 29-34 and 36-38 are allowed over the prior of record. 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-22, 24-28, 35, 39, 41-64, 66-80 
and 82-88 have been fully considered but they are moot in view of new ground (s) of 
rejection. 

REMARKS 

8. In regard to Applicant's arguments filed con 03/31/2008, Applicant argues that 
the cited reference fail to disclose the recited feature: 

"Applicant further asserts that a prima facie case of obviousness cannot be made". The 
Examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
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modifying tlie teacliings of tlie prior art to produce tlie claimed invention wliere tliere is 
some teacliing, suggestion, or motivation to do so found eitlier in tlie references 
tliemselves or in tlie l<nowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071,5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

The rationale to modify or combine the prior art does not have to be expressly stated in 
the prior art; the rationale may be expressly or impliedly contained in the prior art or it 
may be reasoned from knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
established scientific principles, or legal precedent established by prior case law. In re 
Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988); In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). See also In re Eli Lilli & Co., 902 F.2d 943, 14 USPQ2d 
1741 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (discussion of reliance on legal precedent); In re Nilssen, 851 
F.2d 1401, 7USPQ2d 1500 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (references do not have to explicitly 
suggest combining teachings); Ex parte Clapp, 227 USPQ 972 (Bd. Pat. App & Inter); 
and Es parte Levengood, 28 USPQ2d 1300 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1993) (reliance on 
logic and sound scientific reasoning). 

Also in reference to Ex parte Levengood, 28 USPQ2d, 1301, the court stated that 
"Obviousness is a legal conclusion, the determination of which is a question of patent 
law. 

Motivation for combining the teachings of the various references need not to explicitly 
found in the reference themselves. In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208USPQ 871 (CCPA 
1981). Indeed, the Examiner may provide an explanation based on logic and sound 
scientific reasoning that will support a holding of obviousness. In re Soli, 317 F.2d 941 
137 USPQ 797 (CCPA 1963)." 

c. storing a set of available inventory information according to a three level hierarchy". 
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As indicated above, it is tlie Examiner's principal position tliat Goodwin, III discloses this 
limitation in the abstract, figs 2, col. 1 lines 42-col. 2 line 9, 2 line 63-3 line 27, 4 line 9- 
60. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Pierre E. Elisca whose telephone number is 571 272 
6706. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 to 5:00. Hoteler. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on 571 272 6779. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/ Pierre E. Elisca/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3621 
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